DTTRODUOTORY.                                        51

v

roads over which it ia taken have never been called upon to oater for,
and they would not after the works were completed have to oater for any-
thing like this volume or weight. This is clearly a case of extraordinary
traffic. So would the case of the removal of the excavations for the
tunnels of a railway, as was the case in London; the surplus was taken
over some side streets which were never expeoted to withstand such
traffic

One would scarcely expect to find that a business concern that had
a quarry from which a few tons of material were carted to various places
would be called upon to pay for extraordinary damage merely because
they increased their output and employed motor vehicles to deal with
it. Yet the Courts seem to have decided that there was extraordinary
traffic, and that it must therefore be charged with some proportion of
the cost of the damage to the road

The Motor Car (Locomotive) Act definitely prescribes the weight
of the load, the diameter of the wheel, and the width of the tire;
this being the case, it is only logical to assume that the roads over
which these vehicles travel must be made of such material that they
will withstand these vehicles. Then, provided that the vehicles con-
form to the regulations, there should be no claim for extraordinary
traffic, except in the cases similar to those described above.